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Examiner 

Gary K Graham 


Applicant(s) 
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Art Unit 
1744 


- Th MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sh et with the correspond nee address -- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- tf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S .C. § 1 33). 
• Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 


!)□ 
2a)n 
3)D 


Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

This action is FINAL. 2b)IS This action is non-final. 


Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 7-70 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on Is/are: a)n accepted or 5)0 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing con-ection filed on is: a)n approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 1 20 

13) 13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)l3AII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 


3.13 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a daim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(8) 

1 ) 3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 


2) n Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) 3 Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 3 . 


5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) n Other: 


U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326(Rev. 04-01) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

Figures 1-4 skould he designated Ly a legend suck as —Prior Art— because only tkat 
wkick is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). A proposed drawing correction or corrected 
drawings are required in reply to tke Office action to avoid aLandonment of tke application. Tke 
objection to tke drawings will not Le keld in abeyance. 

claim Refections - 3S use §112 

Tke following is a quotation of tke second paragrapk of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

Tke specification skaU conclude wiik one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming tke 
sukject matter wkick tke appkcant regards as kis invention. 

claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112/ second paragrapk, as Leing indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim tke stitject matter wkick applicant regards as 
tke invention. 
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In claim 1, line 2, xise of "witk a frame" appears somewkat confusing since it is not clear 
wketker suck is referencing tke vekicle or tke Llade. It appears tkat — , said Llade kaving— 
skould Le inserted after "vekicle" in line 1 to clarify tkat it is tke Llade tkat kas tke frame. In 
line 7, tkere is no antecedent tasis for **tke windskield wiper". In line 12, tkere is no antecedent 
tasis for "tke rear Lody forming part". In line l6, tkere is no antecedent kasis for "tke contact 
surface". It appears suck skould he — tke kearing surface — . Lines 18-20 are confusing and 
indefinite. Defining tkat tke area extends from "inclusive of kalf of tke maximimi lengtk (1) of 
tke contact surface as far as. . ." kas no clear meaning. It is not clear from suck language exactly 
wkere suck area would kegin. Wkere is tke point of kalf tke maximimi lengtk of tke contact 
surface? Suck does not appear to define any particular location Lut only a lengtk. Likewise in 
lines 19-20, defining a point as "tke distance between tke inner edge of tke contact surface and 
tke pivot of tke claw Low" does not appear to define any particular location, Lut only a lengtk. 
clarification is requested. 

In claim 2rline 3, it appears tkat "less tkan" skould Le — greater tkan — . How can a gap 
Le less tkan zero? 

In claim 4, defining tkat tke claw finger is offset in relation to tke claw finger appears 
indefinite. How can sometking Le offset witk respect to itself. It appears tkat applicant skovJd 
set fortk tkat tke claw kas two claw fingers, tken set fortk tkat one is offset witk respect to tke 
otker in tke longitudinal direction. 
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In claim 5, line 2, tkere is no antecedent basis for "tke distance dl". In line 4, tkere is 
no antecedent tasis for "tke distance d2 ". Tke particular distances to Le compared need to he 
clearly set (ortk. 

In claim 10, line 1, tkere is no antecedent tasis for "tke distance dl". In line 2, tkere is 
no antecedent kasis for "tke distance d2". Additionally, it appears "fingers" sko uldLe "fanger-. 

Conclusion 

In view of tke indefiniteiiess of tke claims, a proper determination as to patentability 
cannot Le made at tkis time. However, it appears tkat if applicant clearly sets fortk tke 
relationskip of tke claw feet witk respect to tke bearing surface suck tkat tke outer edges of tke 
claw feet are offset longitudinally towards tke pivot and suck claw feet do not imderlie tke bearing 
surface, suck would define over tke art of record. 

Tke prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning tkis communication or earlier commimications from tke 
examiner skould he directed to Gary K Grakam wkose telepkone numter is 703-308-1270. Tke 
examiner can normally Le reacked on Tuesday to Friday (6:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reack tke examiner Ly telepkone are imsuccessful, tke examiner's 
supervisor, RoLert Warden can he reacked on 703-308-2920. Tke fax pkone numters for tke 
organization wkere tkis application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for regular 
communications and 703-872-9311 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to tke status of tkis application or proceeding 
skould Le directed to tke receptionist wkose telepkone number is 703-308-0661. 
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